October 31, 1969 

Dear Harold, 

Enclosed are two dopies of the disappointing reply I got from Harper — one is for Roffmann . 

I am waiting before replying, hoping for suggestions from you. I don T t want to aMggonize ' 
him but I don’t want to let this matter drop — it is too important — and therefore am not sure 1 
hew to go about replying. This one really has me stumped. There is a chance, by the way, 
that he and his uncle have been reached or warned by the FBI in my opinion, but I doubt that 
we would ever know. If so then further pleading might be useless. Also enclosed is a copy — 

of iry last letter to Nichols. It looks fconMfi what Nichols wrote me (and a copy went to 
Betzner) , that the agreement would not preclude my shewing you those photos , but only my 

giving or selling them to you to keep, so I think that I will ju&t not mention it to him. Any 2 

suggestion on variation from his script might scotch the deal, and if the affadavit I send 
follows their specifications then I feel conformable in being able to show them to you. I 
would not' send them to California. 

I couldn't find your letter to Lifton — the first one — but sent his two and your one of the 
16th to Mary with sane notes of my own on them, adding to them, offering her the earlier ones, 
and explaining that I was doing this only so that she would realize why I get so upset at 
Lifton and that I am not exaggerating when I say that Lifton says things about you and to you 3 
which no decent person (in this case me) can stand toy and watch. She is having enormous trouble 
with Dave new, arid he spoke with her for almost an hour on the phone and really got her upset 
with his paranoia. For example, it seems that Penn Jones’ editorial about Connally made him — 
suspect that she had given his stuff to Penn! Can you imagine that. Meanwhile, back at the 
ranch, for one of the first times since this thing started I got careless and allowed myself 

to project some of my anger at Dave and upset onto her, and by not proofreading a letter to 4 — 

her, conveyed the impression that I didn’t completely trust her. That obviously hurt her and 
I wrote a long apology — frustrated as hell, as I am so often with you, that I could not afford 
a phone call. I hope and expect that she will realize what happened, and that I have been under 
a bit of pressure back here which didn’t help. This was brought on by things Dave said on the 
phone, some of which he clearly got from her, and one of which I assumed he had gotten from her 
(wrongly according to her, and I do not for an instant dobht her word on anything) by a process 
of elimination. The former was bizarre in that it had to do with my having told her that he 5 

bMieved in the men in the trees. As I told him on the phone, there was a very good reason for 

this: he had gone out of his way to convince me of it, sending me photos, convincing George 

Rennar of it, telling me that I would have to take back my criticism when his book came out and— 
the proofs were in there, and last but not least, amazingly defending the stuff in Esquire and 
Schiller and Lewis, claiming that he had dictated it to them! He new acts as though none of 

that ever happened. The second item had to do with Dave’s claim that I thought John Nichols e 

was some sort of ”a kook." I am certain that I did not write this to Fred and Marlynn (I have 
carbons of those letters), and I did not write it to anyone like Dick Bemabei, Paul, Jim, etc. 

I did tell -something like that to Mary, but with a much different meaning. What I said was 
that Nichols was a nice guy but a bit unusual in an interpersonal conversation and that he is 
not the type of person everyone relaxes with, and that for that reason I was a bit worried that 
the Betzner thing might not come off as well. As it turned out John did an excellent job and 
I’m giad to say that ny assessment was wrong and that I apparently had seen him at a more un- 7 
usual moment. If I am ####$ right about not having written it to anyone, and I am certain that 
I am, and assuming that Mary did not tell Dave of it (I have 100% and unquestioned confidence 
in this), then there is a slight, although crazy and way out possibility that Dave has a source- 
which is not too Kosher. While this is undoubtedly quite way out on the basis of the evidence 
I have, it is noteworthy that David hedged when I asked him who todd him that, and then hesi- 
tantly claimed I had written it to Fred. In .any event, file it away in the back of your mind 8 

and don’t mention it to anyone. If it re=occurs then something is up. I think that Mary will 
take my opinions as honest ones , which they are , because I still honestly indicate that I think 
she should do everything in her power to help Dave get that damn book out so that we will be 
done with his ravings and sabotage and putting people uptight for good. In addition, if he 
really has something of importance, it is about time the restof us had the benefit of it. 

Lifton is way out, and his gaandiosity is typical of a classic paranoid schizophrenic. That 
is not a diagnosis but only an impression. I would love to see his MMPI. 9 — 

Bradley’s sources of info are Fred, Dave, and Jaffe. Mary feels he is very harmless 
and is basically OK, although a bit extreme in some, views and a bit of a litigator — someone 
who likes lawsuits. She said that they talked little of the case because he wasn’t interested - 

and all that seemed to concern him was the people who framed him. lfapy gays that he does nQt 








look like the recent snapshots taken of him. She and Sue say that for some strange reason he 
comes up looking differently than he really does. 

The study of the archives organization you suggest on your letter of 10/23 to Paul is a good 
one.' You really do a fine job. of putting people to work constructively. I only wish I had 
met you in 1964-5-6 when I was plodding through the .volumes and working on my own. 

Your work with Jerry R£y is well done. It must be difficult to keep that line of communication 
open, especially given what is probably the case with Jerry. 

On Mary and Arch, if they have not fulfilled any requests of yours it is probably because those 
have been lost mn the s Shuffle . With all of the visitors they have, plus Mary having a full- 
time job and carrying on much correspondence, the house is constant confusion. My trip there 
undSoutedly led to all kinds of suspends ion of activity, btc. In addition, Mary was reluctafat 
to have me leave documents with her to be copied when she gets the chance, although she wanted 
them badly, because she was afraid of misplacing them. 

On Bud, Mary T s suspicion has more foundations than those you named, but I don T t think th&tit 
is particularly strong, especially given the fact that she has done some things to keep warn 
relations with Dallas for him. There is something which I think would explain Sue Fitch ’s 
attitude to you and Mary T s also, but I have been sworn to secrecy on it, and it is something 
which would justify such an attitude. Even Arch does not know of it, and Mary has kept it 
from him. on purpose so as not to break off relations with Bud. It has nothing to do with 
anything which is political or which requires any type of conjecture. 

There is no question that Boxley, like Jaffe, did not do what a normal, rational, and serious 
person would have done, but he does not appear to be the organizer of that affair as I had 
been led to believe. The big joke down there in Mary’s circle is the stories Boxley shows 
up with involving headless corpses, although Mary admits that sometimes he comes in with 
fascinating things, some of which check out. She feels that there are many unanswered questions 
about the Perrin thing, but that (like me) they may be totally unrelated to the assassination 
[and perhaps related to something else — maybe even another crime] or have some fantastic ex- 
planation. After some long talks with Bill I feel that he is a sick man, very weak, and very 
much in need of recognition, excitement, friends, etc. Some of the things he comes up with 
are hard to believe. Mary and I bobh agree that we need to know much more to fully assess 
his role, and that his seeming mental problems make Turner look even more interesting and 
suspicious . 

I will try to get memos done, but they will be delayed because of seme problems which have 
come up out here. Right new I must concentrate on sending all required thankyou notes and 
promised items to people like Marguerite, Harper, Willis, Betzner. Then I can do the memos. 

On Shaw, agreed. Arch feels he is involved, although he doesn’t talk about it, and Mary says 
that he feels strongly about it. Sue doesn’t give him a clean bill of goods, and Mary isn’t 
sure either. She feels, like you do, that we need to know more. She also feels that Shaw’s 
perjury, etc. is quite suspicious. 

On Bloomfield, could you possibly write Mary on that. I just don’t have tine to find those 
memos (you send me so muhh stuff, it is hard to file it so that I can find it, and I don’t 
knew that stuff from memory) . 

On Bradley, I am not certain, but I may very well have told him that you had done a book on 
Mark. I am sorry hf I did and that was meant to be kept in confidence. If I did tell him, 
and let’s assume that I did, it was in the context of pointing out that many ( of us had been 
disgusted with Mark and what he had done in the case, and bhat you had been very concerned 
about frighting some of the wrongs even though you didn’t like in-group fighting. I was 
trying to convince him to go visit you and trying to make him realize that besides being a 
fair guy and someone who is honest, you are a doer. It is easy for many people to new stand 
by Bradley and claim that they were always with him, as in the case of Fred, but this is only 
because they never had the chance to do anything publicly and are never asked what they did 
privately. I am certain that I did not discuss Perrin with him, for I know little of that. 

Although I definitely do not recall it as having been part of the conversation, had he asked 
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me if I knew that Garrison was after Rich with such a theory, I’m- sure that I would have said 
yes. (I bring this up since he tends to ask such questions.) He undoubtedly knows the entire 

story from Fred and Jaffe new that I sit down and think about it, or at least between what they 

have apparently told him and what Perm Jones has printed, could have a pretty good idea of it. 
Fred, Dave, and Steve apparently treat him the way Sylvia and Dave treat Thomley T -as though 
he is a critic. Whi&e dealing with Bradley is a positive thing as far as I am concerned, I 
don T t see any need to fill him in on any thing. I spoke with him largely of Mark, and of the 
differences between the critics in their approach to this case a devotion to the truth. I 

pointed out the problem we all had having no real knowledge of what Garrison had and yet having 

no contact with him. Principally I wanted you to get to talk with him since if anyone could 
derive benefit for the critics from it, you coihld. But I am sorry that I breachdd confidence 
on the Mark Book — it was just that I did not knww it was a confidence since I first saw it when 
Vince and Chris were there, and you told them. - Now, more important, is Post Mortem a secret? 

I have told Mary about it — not in# terms of what is in it — but in terms of the magnitude of the 
work you have done on the autopsy. They know little of the physical and medical evidenoe and 
Dave's snail amount of work on it probably seemed pretty impressive. 

On Curry It wouldn't surprise me if you loosened him up. I still wonder about Bahmer, given 
the timing. On Fred, Dave, Marlynn I agree that you were correct, but I am very glad that I 
learned for myself, - It is also good to have a communication line open to that group given 
all the mischeif afoot and also the fact that Fred does come up with some thSirigs , having the 
equipment, time, and photos to work with.- Matt is a disappointment, as much 5s I like the guy. 

I missed the meaning of: ” If Mary can divulge to me what she believes of Thomley you know 
why. " ' - . - 

Agreed on your additional analysis of the backs tabber s . I meant that too. It is such an 
oft-used ploy, fortune-tellers tend to use about 1/4 of statements which are mildly derogatory 
or unfavorable. 

On the dub of Mary T s tapes, she is trying to arrange for a safe way to make good copies of them. 
Her tape copy is beginnigg to stretch, and she is afraid to even play them. By the way, she 
wanted me to use mine to- copy them, but we never 1 got a chance. She would have been glad to 
have me send you a copy. We just didn't have time. At present she has only one tape-recorder 
in the house. 

Agreed on Joesten. I was a bad idea to begin with. What I way hoping for was someone who 
could track down leads in West Berlin or West Germany. No dice. on that anyway. Your comments 
mirror my feelings, but I was desperate to get someone too could check# things out on the 
continent. ' • • *' * . ' s •••;* ' ' • • — . 1 

On Don , I feel that he is a hard worker and has done a lot of work in the area , limited though 
it may be, where he looked. I wrote him a number of letters disagreeing with his freeing of 
the WR from the SBT through failure to assess relative probabilities , the better cohd, of the 
rifle during the tests, etc. There aee much better uses for such work. 

Agreed on your desire to limit the Davison thing. - I would suggest that Mary be included be- 
cause she might be a big help. I would now worry about this thing leaking out. Agree that 
it could be important in a number of ways. I have spoken to Mary on this, but written nobody. 

Many thanks for all the archives stuff. You are onto tome more interesting stuff. 

As soon as I have cleaned up after Dallas, and the relationship with Mary is a bit more 
stable, I will try to sit down and suggest things which she could do to help us. There are 
many areas in which her help could be invaluble, such as in the stuff she just did for Jim 
Schmidt. She is' efficient, fast, flexible and alart for deception (something I just can't 
train into my people very well but which canes from experience), and has done incredible work 
on some areas which interest us. I wish that I had more time so that I wouldn T t just have to 
sit down and continue to write you these generalities , but rather get down to brass tacks , 
but I must get those Dallas memos done. 


Wrist scars we 11 worth pursuing. Always wonder a bit about that crazy suspicion that a differ- 
ent LHO returned from the Soviet Union. Marguerite ? s testimony, when she was asked whether Lee 
was different after his Soviet stay, contains the fascinating indication that the texture of 
his hair was different. Mayy has a wild theory about this and realizes it it wild, but wonders 
whether Marguerite noticed any new scars on his head, etc. I carefully asked Marguerite about 
this and got a very interesting reaction: a flat denial. Normally she will go an and on about 

things for a while and ramble, always claiming that she noticed things others didn f t. All I 
can say was that it made me suspicious . By the way , one time she made the comment to Mary that 
there was$ one guy .besides KT who could do a good job of impersonating Lee — and that was Robert. 
She said it to me indirectly, and even showed me a picture of a guy in whan she was interested 
who looked like Robert. 

ON the ILif ton thing from the phone conversation about people writing him that you had in- 
structed them not to give him the N.O. testimony, according to a recent letter from Fred and 

Marlynn, one of those Lifton. cited was Sylvia. I still am not sure whether he said that one 

of those people offered him the testimony or sent it to him, but he definitely -did say that 
whoever they weee, he was informed immediately. I am not 100% certain that there was more than 
one person involved, but Sylvia is the one Fred mentioned. The withholding from Lifton, con- 
trary to the opinion I have apparently conveyed judging from your letter of 10/28, deals 

specifically with the testimony gotten from Nichols. I replied to Fred 1 s .recent letter wonder- 
ing if this isn T t public info, that the archives is all public info, and so is everything else, 
but. Dave doasn f t share his archives work or other things he spends time getting , and that I 
knew that you had spent much time getting that testimony. Fred knows that if you say not to 
send it to Dave I won T t, no matter what arguments. I said th&t I didn f t really see any reason 
why Dave shoihldn f t have it, except that it killed me that he might gain benefit from something 
he did his best to prevent fDom ever taking place, but that I thought it proper for you to 
have it withheld if you wanted to. If it is public record, then Dave can get it on his own, 
just as he can order any declassified material from the archives. But he already has it, has 
had it since last Friday, and has made copies to see to others (which will involve a profit 
sinee he gets xeroxing done for free at night according to his own statements to me). 

I certainly feel that everything connected with him is bad business, but Mary's certainty 
that he has one item# of incredible importance, a lot of junk, probably some average stuff, 
and mostly filler leached from the work of countless others makes me want to see that book in 
print. It would also quiet him down, one way or the other. I have sent him no letters in a 
long while and gotten only one call from him. Those letters to he and Fred werely pretty clear 
and he is afraid that someone else will get to see that entire correppondence . To keep him a 
bit more quiet than usual I drop that in a letter to Fred anytime they bring the subject up. 

But I still feel hkat Mary should do everything in her power to help him push that book into 
print. The way things look now, that is very unlikely. Lifton is so crazy and so paranoid, 
and is so easily set off as soon as my name comes up (my visit to Mary must have deprived him 
of a good deal of sleep, and even the Newcombs have been silent with her) just the same as he 
is when yours comes up. I still do not regret having had all of this interchange with him. 

For one thing, it has served to build up an incredible confidence in you in a short time al- 
though I regret that it was an inconveniente to you. It has made me able to talk straight to 
someone like Mary about this thing and give documentation and also project the way I feel — ‘ 
fully confident about my views in you and him. He is one of those guys who has a potential 
for genius , but who is crazy. This was the one thing I had trouble convincing Mary about — 
that a guy could be very bright and yet insane at the same time; and that aany times the only 
way to make the distinction is by the final product . Inother words , are the promises borne 
out by the book. Given Lifton f s approach, plus his underhanded methods (of which, I am con- 
vinced, we know only a little bit), plus the high probability that he stole from Liebele$r 
(he suggested it in one conversation to me), it would not surprise me at all if he had come 
upon an itam of real importance. Just probability alone woudd suggest the chance that he ' 
had. 

On my postscript to Mary, I think that I make it clear in the letters I have sent her, and 
have Made it abundantly clear in person, that both of us have the same fear that she and 
Arch do — that of misuse which codld ham an innocent party. In addition, and she agrees, there 
is the .danger of premature use. That's what the Powell example is all about and why I keep 
referring to it. That could result in damaging him injustly, but more important, if he is 
important, shuttigg off all chance to learn anything more than innuendo. But I am afraid that 
I cannot without violating a confidence of Mary f s tell you things which would put you far more 

at ease about Mary and Dave and Mary f s feelings about us which, would be reflected in this. 
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She is a very decent sort of person who has kncwn only of Boxley, Be the 11, and Jaffe in the 
way of critics , although she has had some contact with others such as Shirley Orr whose work 
was limited and in areas similar to her own. Her contacts with the Newcombs and Lifton and 
her friendship with the Newcombs (although she recognizes their faults) and general concern 
about helping anyone coning out with a book have put her in an unusual bind with Dave . He 
does not knew of most of what she has, and she does not intend to show it from what I knew. 

She has given him a few items of importance which need much further wor&, and at present 
are meeely fascinating commcidences (but which could be extremely important, depending on 
• what else can be learned) and is new conflicted because he and the Newcombs swore her to 
secrecy even though it was her own work. Basically, she is a person who is generally quite 
generous once she gets to like someone, and who has a desire to have all that they have done 
in Dallas put to some good use. Lifton, as I assume he is with Paul and Hal, is always on his 
good behavior with such people. Ironically, the extent of his psychopkthology not infrequently 
bursts through anyway, as it has now, and leads to his turning such people off, as it has done 
with her. She has just about had it with the anxiety he has cremated, although I think she 
would like to stick with it so that he gets that book out so that everyone ean see his one 
big find because she thinks it would do a lot to solving the case. Her theory of Dave is that 
he is like Marguerite, and will never publish, and will always let his paranoia give him reason 
to dissociate from people after they have helped him, keeping his work therefore in liinbo. 

You are very right about keeping a tape recorder loaded by# the phone. I have one but my 
phone pickup was not yet unpacked when he called, so I couldn f t use it. I could shoot myself 
for that because the clues he gave were more than I could remember in terms of who is writing 
him. Also, he called at a very bad moment for me. 

I accidentally left your MMPI at home and will comment on it in my next letter. I was thinking 
of having someone else read it blind — meaning just knowing your age and sex. We do that to 
check each other when a friend or someone we have known for some time is involved. 

Fred ! s letter to me of Oct. 28 mentioned your correspondence with Dave, emphasized that you 
had initiated the correspondence , and noted onfy that your second letter "is unbelievable 
in tone and language." I replied that Dave T s letters to you were the most dispicable things 
that I had ever read. Also note this: 

"Dave just called to say he f d heard from Sylvia that she f d had dinner with Harold recently. 
Harold noticed that Sylvia had just gotten the Pink/Frazier transcript from Paul Hoch, and told 
Sylvia not to distribute this as he hdd gotten this , and made her promise not to send it to 
anyone, especially to Dave, among others. Save already has this and has made copies for others 
(as Dave feels this is a basic source material) . His understanding was that this material came 
from Dr. Nicholas (sic) and no restrictions were$ placed on it when Dave received this this (sic 
? And if so, I wonder why?" As in the past, please be careful when letting anyone know about 
anything I send you from one of Fred T s letters, because right now this is about the onjy^way 
to gauge what Dave is up to. Pred did not swear me to confidence on anything but something 
totally trivial at the beginning of the letter, and in fact, I am not yet certain exactly what 
he wants kept in confidence in terms of the trivial matter. His letter way way out-- he exonera- 
ted the FBI, archives, and practically everyone else, and left it all up to a few big .figures. 

In doing so he told me of things I am certain Dave wants kept secret, but since he didn f t 
ask me not to tell anyone, you might as well know: 

1. there was a "high level baby sitter" at Hichory Hill when RFK got the news that his bnoMier 
was dead at 1:05 (I have notes on this, but don T t remember ever having thought too much of 
"a high level baby sitter" , although I do think that babSy sitters may have played a role , 
and that there may have been observers, such as in the crowd which Reed photographed) 

2. He brought up the cabinet plane, something we all have known about for a logg long while, 
and I have used publicly. 




3. Hosty had to be$ watched and was taken to lunch so that he wouldn’t accidentally drop in 
on the TSBD. 

4. He totally misconstrued the FBI (fake FBI?) in the garkland who tried to burst into trauma 
room 1 to make the S.S look bad and the FBI man look good — that’s incredible twisting. 

He writes like an expert and knows even less than I ever dreamed. Every letter is wild theorizir 
and shows almost a complete lack of knowledge. When he exonerates the FBI for coverup and the 
archives for ever having done us a disservice I just about ppss out. 

Well, I’d better go. Best wishes and for god’s sake take care of yourself. Give my gegards 
to Lil. 



